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The term "property," used in common parlance frequently applies to a tract of land or a chattel. ! However, the word "property" 
is used with greater accuracy to denote the legal interest, or aggregate of legal relations, appertaining to a physical object,” or 
the legal bundle of rights recognized in the object.” Thus, "property" is not the thing itself,“ or at least it is not limited to the 
thing itself,” but is best described as certain rights pertaining to a thing.° These rights include the possession,’ use,” enj oyment,’ 


and disposition” of the thing. 


The term "property" as used in constitutions and statutes may be used in its strict legal sense or, as is quite frequently the 
case, may be defined by the constitution or statute in which it is used. ll For example, condemnation statutes may specify what 
property shall be subject to appropriation, 1? or for which, if taken, compensation must be paid, ° and statutes and constitutions 


relating to taxation may describe what constitutes taxable property. | 


In view of the different ways in which the word "property" may be used, it may be necessary to resort to the context of the 


instrument or statute in which it is used to determine the sense in which it is employed. ia 
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1 Union Pacific Railroad Company v. Santa Fe Pacific Pipelines, Inc., 231 Cal. App. 4th 134, 180 Cal. Rptr. 
3d 173 (2d Dist. 2014). 

2 Pacific Gas and Electric Company v. Hart High-Voltage Apparatus Repair and Testing Co., Inc., 18 Cal. 


App. 5th 415, 226 Cal. Rptr. 3d 631 (5th Dist. 2017), review denied, (Mar. 28, 2018). 
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